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and wonderful diversity of our great
Nation, from the Deep South to the
Mountain West, to the Industrial Mid-
west. We represent different places. We
may disagree on many things, but we
love this country. We know we can do
better for the people who make it
work.

Dr. King and the civil rights leaders
of his generation did more than just
about anyone to push this country to
live up to our founding ideals and to
make the dream of America real for ev-
eryone. Protesting, working for
change, organizing, demanding our
country do better—those are some of
the most patriotic things all of us can
do. That is Dr. King’s charge in this
letter.

My favorite single line certainly in
this letter and maybe in all of Dr.
King’s preachings and teachings and
writings: ‘‘Progress never rolls in on
[the] wheels of inevitability.”

“Progress never rolls in on [the]
wheels of inevitability.”” It rolls in be-
cause we make it so. That is our
charge.

Think about that campaign Dr. King
was waging when he was martyred in
Memphis. Think about who he was
talking to—a union, Sanitation Work-
ers Local 1613, AFSCME. Think of the
circumstances. This was a very seg-
regated Memphis. He was in a seg-
regated, White neighborhood. Even the
sanitation trucks where these workers
were working were segregated. The cab
of the truck was two White workers;
the back of the truck was doing the ac-
tual lifting and picking up garbage—
two Black workers.

In February, before Dr. King first vis-
ited, the garbage truck—there was a
torrential downpour in this White, seg-
regated neighborhood. There was no-
where for these Black sanitation work-
ers to go. They crawled in the back of
the truck. It malfunctioned and
crushed these two workers. That is why
Dr. King was in Memphis the first time
and the second time.

As he wove together worker rights
and civil rights and labor rights, he
told these workers:

What does it profit a man to be able to eat
at an integrated lunch counter if he doesn’t
earn enough money to buy a hamburger and
a cup of coffee?

Those workers were vital to their
community. They worked hard to pro-
vide for their families. They were de-
nied fair pay, denied political rights,
denied basic safety on the job.

Now, the Presiding Officer today is
Senator CORTEZ MASTO from Nevada,
who has joined in so many efforts on
the Senate floor to fight for workers,
to fight for the dignity of work, to
fight for safety and civil rights and
worker rights. It is not a coincidence
that the workers who are so often the
most exploited are low-income work-
ers, especially Black workers.

Until all workers have the dignity
they have earned, Dr. King’s work will
remain unfinished. It means paying all
workers a living wage. It means giving
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them power over their schedules. It
means providing good benefits and
safety on the job. It means letting
them, if they so choose, organize a
union. It is about the dignity of work.
All workers get a fair share of the
wealth they create. When we empower
workers, we bring us closer to the soci-
ety Dr. King envisioned where all labor
has dignity.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO). The Senator from Ohio.

THE CALENDAR

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary be dis-
charged from further consideration of
S. Res. 152 and S. Res. 185 and that the
Senate now proceed to the en bloc con-
sideration of the following Senate reso-
lutions: S. Res. 152, S. Res. 185, S. Res.
192, S. Res. 193, and S. Res. 194.

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged of the relevant
resolutions, and the Senate proceeded
to consider the resolutions en bloc.

Mr. BROWN. I know of no further de-
bate on the resolutions en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
is no further debate, the question is on
agreeing to the resolutions S. Res. 152,
designating April 2023 as ‘‘National Na-
tive Plant Month’’; S. Res. 185, desig-
nating April 2023 as ‘‘Financial Lit-
eracy Month’’; S. Res. 192, recognizing
April 30, 2023, as ‘‘El Dia de los Ninos-
Celebrating Young Americans’; S. Res.
193, designating April 2023 as ‘‘Second
Chance Month’’; and S. Res. 194, desig-
nating May 5, 2023, as the ‘‘National
Day of Awareness for Missing and Mur-
dered Native Women and Girls” en
bloc?

The resolutions (S. Res. 1562, S. Res.
185, S. Res. 192, S. Res. 193, and S. Res.
194) were agreed to en bloc.

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the preambles
be agreed to and that the motions to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table, all en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The preambles were agreed to.

(The resolution (S. Res. 1562), with its
preamble, is printed in the RECORD of
March 30, 2023, under ‘‘Submitted Reso-
lutions.”)

(The resolution (S. Res. 185), with its
preamble, is printed in the RECORD of
April 27, 2023, under ‘‘Submitted Reso-
lutions.”)

(The resolutions (S. Res. 192, S. Res.
193, and S. Res. 194), with their pre-
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘“‘Submitted Resolutions.”’)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I will
speak briefly. I know we are expecting
a vote at 5:30. I will not speak nearly
that long, but I know we are about to
vote on the Congressional Review Act
on an issue that I happen to disagree
with the President on.

My whole career has been standing
up for workers. My whole career has
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been standing up for, sometimes, the
Presidents—the Presidents of both par-
ties.

I think, if you look at the history of
trade in this country and what we have
done, we have seen, frankly, that this
body, that down the hall in the House
of Representatives, and that the White
House have historically not stood up
for workers.

I grew up in Mansfield, OH, in a
small, industrial city of about 50,000
people. It was a very industrial city,
less so now. I went to Johnny
Appleseed Junior High School, and I re-
member walking the halls with the
sons and daughters of machinists who
worked at Tappan Stove and
rubberworkers who worked for Mans-
field Tire and steelworkers at Empire
in Detroit. “Empire-Reeves,” I believe,
was the company’s name then. I re-
member the autoworkers who worked
at General Motors, a number of elec-
trical workers at Westinghouse, and
also the sons and daughters of people
in the trades, who were electricians
and carpenters, insulators and pipe-
fitters, plumbers and operating engi-
neers and laborers—people highly
skilled who built America.

Companies and corporations—par-
ticularly in my part of the country but
also in Nevada and everywhere—began
to shut down plants in the industrial
Midwest. They moved those plants to
low-wage areas—Alabama, Mississippi,
Louisiana, Georgia, North and South
Carolina especially. Because those
wages weren’t quite low enough to sat-
isfy the greed—I think there is no
other word other than the ‘‘greed” of
corporate America—then those same
companies began to lobby Congress.

One of my first votes as a Member of
Congress many years ago was in oppo-
sition to the North American Free
Trade Agreement. Those of us who op-
posed NAFTA predicted with almost
certainty what was almost certainly
and inevitably going to happen. Once
you pass a trade agreement giving
these companies the opportunity to go
to Mexico and then to China with no
tariffs and to go for very low wages to
exploit workers in those countries,
which is what they did, you begin to
see plants shut down.

We know what happened. We know
that far too many of our colleagues in
the House and Senate were willing to
pass these free-trade agreements, like
NAFTA. We also know that, down the
hall, the House of Representatives did
the same thing; the Senate did it; and,
frankly, we had Presidents of both par-
ties who sold out American workers.
The lobbyists were here, pushing for
NAFTA and pushing later for the
PNTR with China, weakening the rules
there so that these companies were up
and gone. They left. They left Ohio.
They left Indiana. They left Illinois.
They left so much of the industrial
Midwest because this Congress and the
Presidents of both parties, from Trump
all the way back to Clinton—I would
include Obama and both Bushes and
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Clinton and Trump—were willing to
sell out American workers to the lob-
byists who pushed for these trade
agreements as they could seek cheaper
wages in China.

There is another thing that happened
with China. What we did when we
moved all of these jobs to China was we
built up the Chinese military because
we provided the technology and the
wealth to the Chinese Communist
Party that then was able to build up a
high-tech military—not quite rivaling
ours, but it was certainly dangerous
enough that we paid attention.

My vote against NAFTA was one of
my proudest votes and my vote against
the PNTR with China, the most fa-
vored nation status with China. So we
are seeing what that has yielded.

In the end, it is a simple choice:
Whose side are you on? Are you on the
side of the Chinese Communist Party
or are you on the side of American
workers? That, to me, is what this vote
is about today with the Congressional
Review Act about solar tariffs.

I would add full disclosure. One of the
biggest solar manufacturers—I believe
still the biggest single solar manufac-
turing plant in America—is near To-
ledo, just south of Toledo, in North-
west Ohio. Those workers will benefit
if we vote yes and then override the
President’s veto.

It is what I urge my colleagues to do
today—to pass this simple resolution
to continue these tariffs on China—be-
cause as long as they keep cheating, as
long as American companies are will-
ing to take the products from slave
labor and underpaid labor and ex-
ploited labor and bring them into this
country, these problems will continue
for our industrial base.

I heard the President of the United
States down the hall, I believe, in his
last State of the Union, saying the
term ‘“‘Rust Belt” and that we are
burying the term ‘“‘Rust Belt.” I have
talked to the President about burying
that term. He mentioned it that day, in
the State of the Union that evening.

Mostly, we are starting to see in this
country a reindustrialization of Amer-
ica. We are seeing chips now. Chips
were invented in the United States, but
90 percent of them are made mostly in
Taiwan and China. The light bulb was
invented by an Ohioan, Thomas Edison.
He grew up not far from where I grew
up. Now 100 percent of LEDs are made
overseas. So if we are going to reindus-
trialize this country and bring these
jobs back, that is what the CHIPS leg-
islation is all about, and that is what
we are doing with Intel in Columbus.

This sets us back. The President’s
veto of this bill sets us back a couple
more years in redeveloping and bring-
ing these jobs back and doing the kind
of in-sourcing that Senator CASEY and
others have fought for here.

As I wrap up, I am asking my col-
leagues to vote yes on this Congres-
sional Review Act on solar tariffs be-
cause, again, whose side are you on?
Are you on the side of the Chinese
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Communist Party or are you on the
side of American workers? To me, it is
as clear as day which side to be on.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas.

Mr. MORAN. Madam President,
today—in fact, in a few minutes from
now—the Senate will act in an effort to
protect farmers, ranchers, and pro-
ducers from the unnecessary con-
sequences of listing the lesser prairie-
chicken.

Even as I say the words, it brings
back so many instances in which we
have had this conversation on the Sen-
ate floor, going back to my earliest
days in the Senate. This issue has been
with us now for a long number of years.

Range-wide studies over the last dec-
ade have shown that conservation ef-
forts are helping bird populations in
the five habitat States, including Kan-
sas. So the lesser prairie-chicken is a
native bird to five States in our part of
the country, and its populations are
important to us in Kansas and to those
other States and to the country.

What strikes me is that this adminis-
tration claims that American agri-
culture is at the heart of needing to
list the lesser prairie-chicken as either
an endangered species or as a threat-
ened species because agriculture is
causing harm to the populations.

A quote from the rule states:

Grazing by domestic livestock is not inher-
ently detrimental to lesser prairie-chicken
management and, in many cases, is needed
to maintain appropriate vegetative struc-
ture.

That is a pretty good paragraph to
indicate the value of production agri-
culture when it comes to the well-being
of the lesser prairie-chicken.

In other words, what that is saying is
that agricultural management prac-
tices and voluntary conservation prac-
tices of grasslands, including grazing
by ranchers, improve—improve—their
habitat.

Listing the bird as a threatened or
endangered species is not the answer.
Plain and simple, we need more rain-
fall. We need moisture in Kansas and in
other States in the West. We need more
rainfall, not more regulations.

I conclude here by saying that farm-
ers and ranchers have always been and
will always be the original conserva-
tionists. Their livelihoods depend on
the continued conservation efforts of
the soil and water they use to produce
crops and raise livestock. I am con-
fident there are ways to conserve the
species without hindering economic op-
portunity in rural communities, and I
will continue to push for what Kansans
have been pursuing for years now—vol-
untary solutions.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Madam Presi-
dent, I want to take a moment to ad-
dress some of what we have heard here
on the Senate floor today.

There have been a lot of accusations
made about what this CRA does, and I
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will clear that up in a minute, but first
I would like to set the record straight
on what this measure does not do.

My colleagues often talk about their
work to protect human rights. I would
ask this simple question: What could
possibly be a greater threat to human
rights than the United States of Amer-
ica’s turning a blind eye to child slave
labor? What message does it send to
the world?

We have heard today that this meas-
ure will force American companies to
pay for these tariffs. Not true. What
this measure does do is rightfully pun-
ish foreign companies that are actively
working to get around U.S. trade law
and help import product made with
slave and child labor into the United
States. The only entities that will pay
tariffs are Chinese-affiliated manufac-
turers.

If you are doing the right thing, this
measure doesn’t change a darned thing
about how you do business, but if you
are working with people who believe
slavery has a role in supply chains, you
are darned right I have a problem with
that and will do whatever I can to stop
it.

I have also heard today that the rule
that this CRA would eliminate was ne-
gotiated by the solar panel industry.
We have heard that the solar panel in-
dustry agrees we need this exemption
and therefore it is good. Of course, the
solar panel industry that supports the
rule is the Chinese solar panel indus-
try. American manufacturers do not.

Thanks to the Biden administration’s
waiver that we are working to repeal
here today, Chinese companies have
been given everything they need to
dominate the solar market, just like
how Russia has dominated cheap gas
supply to Europe.

I have also heard some of my col-
leagues say that this CRA is unneces-
sary because we have already passed a
law that says products made with slave
labor cannot be sold in the United
States. We did pass a good bill that
prevents products made with slave
labor from being sold here, and I thank
God we did that. But since when has
U.S. law meant anything to communist
China?

We know companies controlled by
the CCP lie, cheat, and steal. We know
that companies in communist China
are moving solar panels made with
slave and child labor to other countries
to circumvent our laws, and they
aren’t being caught.

President Biden’s own Commerce De-
partment has proven that to be true.
When half the world’s solar panels are
coming from a region with well-docu-
mented child and slave labor, are we
really expected to believe that the
companies making these panels aren’t
using slave labor? No, we know that is
not reality.

Finally, I have heard the claim that
this CRA would somehow be terrible
for American jobs. This one actually
surprised me. Here is how that logic
goes: Letting communist China domi-
nate a market by using slave and child
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labor is better than supporting Amer-
ican manufacturing and American jobs
here at home. Let me know if you can
figure that one out, see how that
makes sense.

Some of my colleagues on the left
claim that 30,000 jobs will be lost. That
is not even close to being true. Guess
who gave them that information? The
Chinese-dominated solar lobby group.
That is the same group that is per-
fectly happy to keep things the way
they are so they can make a buck on
the back of slave and child labor.

When I went to look at this report
today, I couldn’t find it. It is not on
their website. This is what you get
when you try to look at their so-called
analysis: ‘““‘Sorry, we couldn’t find that
page.”’

Honestly, I think our colleague from
Pennsylvania got it exactly right when
he told a news outlet this week:

Too often, China gets away with under-
mining our markets, undermining our com-
panies, and every time they cheat, we lose
jobs in Pennsylvania.

Senator CASEY is right. It is not just
true in Pennsylvania; it is true in
every State across our great country.

Senator WYDEN is right too. Dis-
cussing the same issue, he said:

Red, white and blue manufacturing, par-
ticularly now, when people see we’re serious
about it, that’s the key time in this two year
window when the Chinese can hit us.

To be honest, I am shocked by ex-
cuses from some of my colleagues. I
note that it is only some because this
CRA is actually a bipartisan bill.

The excuses for inaction by some on
the left don’t make sense to me. What
we are talking about tonight is wheth-
er anything is worth turning a blind
eye to slavery and child labor.

The Chinese-dominated industry has
agreed that this waiver is a good thing.
What a shocker. What some of my col-
leagues on the left are saying is that
the endorsement of Chinese manufac-
turers is enough to turn a blind eye to
slave and child labor. I clearly dis-
agree.

With this rule repealed by this CRA,
tariffs first put in place by President
Obama’s Commerce Department to
hold Chinese manufacturers that vio-
late our trade laws accountable will be
reinstated, forcing companies to work
with only those partners that aren’t
actively involved in slave and child
labor. To that, I say what a good thing
for the Senate to put it behind us and
to support it.

President Xi is a dictator and human
rights violator. He is yet another com-
munist leader trying to be the domi-
nant world player. The Chinese Com-
munist Party has stripped the people of
Hong Kong of their freedoms. They
have cracked down on dissidents, mili-
tarized the South China Sea, threat-
ened Taiwan and surveilled its citizens,
and committed a genocide against the
Uighurs simply because of their reli-
gion.

We know the Chinese Communist
Party will do anything to destroy
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America. The national security threat
of communist China cannot be taken
lightly, and the human rights abuses
against the Uighurs, including slave
labor, child labor, and genocide cannot
be ignored. The United States cannot
tolerate communist China’s horrific
human rights abuses and genocide of
Uighurs.

In addition to this, communist China
will stop at nothing to exploit Amer-
ican markets and take advantage of
U.S. investors and companies doing
business within its country. Com-
munist China poses a clear and present
threat to the United States and the
world.

In 2022, the Department of Commerce
caught communist China circum-
venting U.S. trade laws. To avoid
American tariffs, Xi’s regime started
sending Chinese-made solar products
made with slave labor to Southeast
Asian countries, claiming they are
made in the corresponding nation.

Here is what they are doing. It was
made here. They shipped them down
here and said they were made here and
shipped them here so they didn’t have
to pay their tariffs.

These Chinese-made products—again,
made with slave and child labor, and
you can see, there are not a lot of pic-
tures that come out of this area, but
these are some of the Uighurs, and
they are clearly being put to work to
do whatever the Communist Party
wants them to do.

These Chinese-made products—again,
made with child and slave labor—were
then imported into the United States.

Despite his own Department of Com-
merce investigation, President Biden
issued an emergency declaration ex-
empting these Chinese-made solar
products—again, made with slave and
child labor—from our trade law for a
full 2 years.

President Biden’s solar emergency
declaration is a giveaway to President
Xi and the Chinese Communist Party.
It is a massive gift to a regime that is
using slave and child labor, a favor to
an evil regime that wants to destroy
our great country. There is no other
way to describe it.

The declaration allows communist
China to circumvent U.S. trade laws
with impunity and continue to domi-
nate the solar industry at the expense
of American manufacturers and Amer-
ican jobs. It is an approval of slave and
child labor. It is anti-American jobs.

Communist China’s solar manufac-
turing is based on forced labor, govern-
ment subsidies, and trade abuses. Com-
munist China isn’t doing the United
States any favor through their domi-
nance of the solar industry. We are
building dependence on them.

Even today, communist China is
using forced labor to produce solar pan-
els. Purchasing these solar panels is
helping fuel these human rights abuses.
Because of this, the Uyghur Human
Rights Project has announced its sup-
port of this CRA, so this is why we are
taking this vote today.
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This CRA would reinstate the De-
partment of Commerce’s own findings
that certain companies in Southeast
Asian companies are acting in viola-
tion of U.S. law by importing Chinese-
made solar products—again, made with
slave labor. Therefore, tariffs should
apply to these specific bad actors.

The tariffs would only apply to these
companies. It would not apply to any
other industry or to any companies
that are lawfully importing solar prod-
ucts not made with slave labor into the
United States.

This measure is pro-American jobs
and anti-Chinese forced and child
labor. It is that simple.

Passing this CRA will send a message
to President Xi and communist China:
When you break American trade laws
and use slave labor, you pay the price.

Under the leadership of my friend
and fellow Floridian, Congressman
BiLL. PoseEy, this CRA has already
passed the House with bipartisan sup-
port. Now it is time for the Senate to
finish the job in Congress and send this
to President Biden’s desk. This isn’t
partisan. It is about human rights.

I will not stand by, and I hope the
U.S. Senate will not stand by, and ac-
cept excuses to turn a blind eye to
communist China’s human rights
atrocities.

The United States is a beacon of free-
dom to people all over the world. Vot-
ing tonight against holding account-
able those who enslave others, includ-
ing children, will be a stain on our Na-
tion that the freedom-loving people of
the world will not soon forget.

I look forward to all of my colleagues
supporting this CRA.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas.

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent to use a prop
during my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam President,
today, I rise in support of S.J. Res. 9,
providing for congressional disapproval
of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s
rule regarding the lesser prairie-chick-
en under the Congressional Review
Act.

Since I was 10 years old, my family
has enjoyed hunting prairie chickens.
As a matter of fact, the first bird I ever
shot, the first time I ever went hunt-
ing, 10 years of age with a 20-gauge sin-
gle shotgun, I was able to down one of
these beautiful birds.

But last November, the Fish and
Wildlife Service ignored decades of vol-
untary conservation efforts and pub-
lished a rule lifting the lesser prairie-
chicken species as endangered and
threatened under the Endangered Spe-
cies Act.

Enacted in 1973, the Endangered Spe-
cies Act, the ESA, was created to pro-
tect species believed to be on the brink
of extinction. Today, the consequences
of this law reach far beyond its original
intent. If saving species were the only
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consideration, then this administration
wouldn’t be listing the lesser prairie-
chicken whose population is considered
stable in my home State of Kansas.

I ask you, was the ESA made for the
good of human kind or was human Kkind
made for the good of the ESA?

Make no mistake about it, the listing
of any species adds more rules, more
hoops to jump through, more time and
costs from everyone, from our farmers
and ranchers, our oilfield workers, and
our utility linemen who are building
out new power poles and electric lines
to get wind-generated electricity out
to more populated States.

The ESA is just another weaponized
tool that this President uses to attack
rural America. This move is not sur-
prising, considering the President re-
cently vetoed the bipartisan resolution
to strike down the WOTUS rule. This
White House continues to push policies
and resurrect taxes that disproportion-
ately hurt rural America.

For over 20 years now, Federal,
State, and private landowners have
voluntarily collaborated with Fish and
Wildlife Services to conserve the lesser
prairie-chicken and its habitat.

These partnerships have already re-
sulted in conservation agreements cov-
ering roughly 15 million acres of poten-
tial habitat for species. To list the bird
now, after all the conservation effort,
sends a message to stakeholders that
no matter how much good work you do,
the hammer will still fall, the heavy-
handed government will still step in
and list species under the ESA and at-
tempt to regulate your industry out of
existence, all in the name of climate.

The Federal Government thinks it
knows best when it comes to conserva-
tion, but this law continues to fail its
most basic mission: recovering and
delisting species. Despite billions of
dollars spent in the name of the ESA,
less than 2 percent of all listed species
have been removed from its ESA pro-
tection since 1973—just 2 percent.

Through a combination of public and
private efforts, the lesser prairie-chick-
en is better protected now more than
ever. Listing them as threatened or en-
dangered will not provide any addi-
tional conservation benefits above
what already exists.

As this chart shows, while the prairie
chicken numbers tend to follow rain-
fall, they have been growing since the
Obama administration first attempted
to list the bird in 2014.

No one in this body wants to see this
beautiful bird go extinct. As a matter
of fact, we are fighting to preserve it.
My hope is that one day, once again,
my grandchildren can hunt lesser prai-
rie-chickens 1like their great-great-
grandfathers did.

No oil producer, no rancher, no farm-
er, no wind energy producer wants the
demise of the lesser prairie-chicken.
That is why voluntary partnerships
have worked and are working. Just like
all my fellow Kansans, I am committed
to saving our environment for future
generations.
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To share some wise words from one of
my friends:

We are passengers on this planet, not cap-
tains.

We need to continue to work with
Mother Nature, not punish hard-work-
ing Americans. A listing of this species
now will only slow down and drive up
the cost of our wind energy exports
from Kansas, which shares many of the
same range. The listing will also push
oil and gas development to countries
that have long track records of vio-
lating human rights or the extraction
of these important and necessary en-
ergy sources in a manner much more
harmful to the environment than those
utilized by American producers.

Whether it is gas or diesel or wind
energy, this decision to list the chick-
en would increase the cost of energy. It
would federalize millions of acres of
ranch lands and expand the regulatory
burden on our farmers and ranchers,
ultimately, increasing the cost of food.
But for what? An attempt to protect
the species by an Agency that has only
successfully recovered 2 percent of the
species that it has listed.

No, thanks. The local communities
have and will continue to do what is
best for the bird and, more impor-
tantly, for the environment through
ongoing, proven conservation efforts—
conservation efforts passed on from one
generation of farmers and ranchers to
the next.

This administration ignores the im-
pact that overregulation has on Amer-
ican industries. And I hear this from
everyone who visits my office. The
costs of this administration’s rules and
regulations already outpace the last
two administrations combined, with
$363 billion in rules so far. Since Janu-
ary 1 of this year alone, that number is
$148 billion.

Under this administration, the an-
nual paperwork burden on businesses
has increased to over 220 million hours.
Since January 1, that number is ap-
proaching 50 million hours—indeed, a
redtape of nightmare for businesses.

This resolution is one of many vital
steps the Senate GOP is taking to un-
leash the economy from the bureau-
cratic harassment that the White
House has deployed. I am asking you to
join me in applauding, rather than pun-
ishing, voluntary conservation efforts
and support the joint resolution for
congressional disapproval of the lesser
prairie-chicken listing.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming.

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent to yield back
all time and the vote begin imme-
diately.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Under the previous order, the joint
resolutions are considered read a third
time.

The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 39)
was ordered to a third reading and was
read the third time.
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The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 9) was
ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading and was read the third time.

VOTE ON H.J. RES. 39

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint
resolution having been read the third
time, the question is, Shall the joint
resolution pass?

Mr. BARRASSO. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. SCHUMER. I announce that the
Senator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN) and
the Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) are necessarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS).

The result was announced—yeas 56,
nays 41, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 109 Leg.]

YEAS—56

Baldwin Fetterman Peters
Barrasso Fischer Ricketts
Blackburn Graham Risch
Boozman Grassley Romney
Braun Hagerty Rounds
Britt Hawley Rubio
Brown Hoeven Schmitt
Budd Hyde-Smith

Scott (FL
Capito Johnson Sggtc ESC)>
Casey Kennedy Stabenow
Cassidy Lankford Sulli
Collins Lee usivan
Cornyn Lummis Tester
Cotton Manchin Thune
Cramer Marshall Tuberville
Crapo McConnell Vance
Cruz Moran Wicker
Daines Mullin Wyden
Ernst Murkowski Young

NAYS—41

Bennet Kaine Rosen
Blumenthal Kelly Sanders
Booker King Schatz
Cantwell Klobuchar Schumer
Cardin Lujan Shaheen
Carper Markey Sinema
Coons Menendez Smith
Cortez Masto Merkley
Duckworth Murphy %zr;n}:gllen
Gillibrand Murray

Warnock
Hassan Ossoff War
Heinrich Padilla arren
Hickenlooper Paul WelAch
Hirono Reed Whitehouse

NOT VOTING—3
Durbin Feinstein Tillis
The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 39)
was passed.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

OSSOFF). The Senator from Colorado.
Mr. BENNET. I yield back all time.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time

is yielded back.

VOTE ON S.J. RES. 9

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint
resolution having been read the third
time, the question is, Shall the joint
resolution pass?

Mr. HAGERTY. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) and the Senator from New
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) are nec-
essarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 48, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 110 Leg.]

YEAS—50

Barrasso Graham Paul
Blackburn Grassley Ricketts
Boozman Hagerty Risch
Braun Hawley Romney
Britt Hoeven Rounds
Budd Hyde-Smith Rubio
Capito Johnson Schmitt
Cassidy Kennedy
Collins Lankford 200“ (PL)

cott (SC)
Cornyn Lee .
Cotton Lummis Sullivan
Cramer Manchin T?lu'ne
Crapo Marshall Tillis
Cruz McConnell Tuberville
Daines Moran Vance
Ernst Mullin Wicker
Fischer Murkowski Young

NAYS—48
Baldwin Heinrich Reed
Bennet Hickenlooper Rosen
Blumenthal Hirono Sanders
Booker Kaine Schatz
Brown Kelly Schumer
Cantwell King Sinema
Cardin Klobuchar Smith
Carper Lujan Stabenow
Casey Markey Tester
Coons Menendez Van Hollen
Cortez Masto Merkley Warner
Duckworth Murphy Warnock
Durbin Murray Warren
Fetterman Ossoff Welch
Gillibrand Padilla Whitehouse
Hassan Peters Wyden
NOT VOTING—2

Feinstein Shaheen

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 9) was

passed, as follows:
S.J.RES. 9

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Congress dis-
approves the rule submitted by the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service relating to
“Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and
Plants; Lesser Prairie-Chicken; Threatened
Status With Section 4(d) Rule for the North-
ern Distinct Population Segment and Endan-
gered Status for the Southern Distinct Popu-
lation Segment’’ (87 Fed. Reg. 72674 (Novem-
ber 25, 2022)), and such rule shall have no
force or effect.

———————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. HAs-
SAN). Under the previous order, the
Senate will resume executive session.

VOTE ON HSU NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the Hsu nomination?

Mr. DURBIN. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
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STEIN) and the Senator from New
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER) and
the Senator from Tennessee (Mr.
HAGERTY).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY)
would have voted ‘‘nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 53,
nays 43, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 111 Ex.]

YEAS—53
Baldwin Heinrich Reed
Bennet Hickenlooper Rosen
Blumenthal Hirono Sanders
Booker Kaine Schatz
Brown Kelly Schumer
Cantyvell King Sinema
gardm Iélqlguchar Smith
arper ujan

Casey Manchin r?‘tabenow

; ester
Collins Markey 114

Tillis
Coons Menendez
Cortez Masto Merkley Van Hollen
Duckworth Murkowski Warner
Durbin Murphy Warnock
Fetterman Murray Warren
Gillibrand Ossoff Welch
Graham Padilla Whitehouse
Hassan Peters Wyden
NAYS—43
Barrasso Grassley Risch
Blackburn Hawley Romney
Boozman Hoeven Rounds
Braun Hyde-Smith Rubio
Britt Johnson Schmitt
Budf‘l Kennedy Scott (FL)
Caplpo Lankford Scott (SC)
Cassidy Lee ) Sullivan
Cornyn Lummis Thune
Cotton Marshall Tuberville
Crapo McConnell
Cruz Moran V%nce
Daines Mullin Wicker
Ernst Paul Young
Fischer Ricketts
NOT VOTING—4

Cramer Hagerty
Feinstein Shaheen

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table, and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 125,
LaShonda A. Hunt, of Illinois, to be United
States District Judge for the Northern Dis-
trict of Illinois.

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin,
Brian Schatz, John W. Hickenlooper,
Margaret Wood Hassan, Gary C. Peters,
Mark Kelly, Jack Reed, Tammy
Duckworth, Christopher Murphy, Shel-
don Whitehouse, Catherine Cortez
Masto, Mazie K. Hirono, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Jeanne Shaheen, Tammy Bald-
win, Angus S. King, Jr., Alex Padilla,
Robert Menendez, Michael F. Bennet.

May 3, 2023

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of LaShonda A. Hunt, of Illinois, to be
United States District Judge for the
Northern District of Illinois, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN), the Senator from Vermont (Mr.
SANDERS), and the Senator from New
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 54,
nays 42, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 112 Ex.]

YEAS—54
Baldwin Heinrich Padilla
Bennet Hickenlooper Peters
Blumenthal Hirono Reed
Booker Kaine Rosen
Brown Kelly Schatz
Cantwell Kennedy Schumer
Cardin King Sinema
Carper Klobuchar Smith
Casey Lujan Stabenow
Collins Manchin Tester
Coons Markey Tillis
Cortez Masto McConnell Van Hollen
Duckworth Menendez Warner
Durbin Merkley Warnock
Fetterman Murkowski Warren
Gillibrand Murphy Welch
Graham Murray Whitehouse
Hassan Ossoff Wyden

NAYS—42
Barrasso Fischer Ricketts
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Boozman Hagerty Romney
Braun Hawley Rounds
Britt Hoeven Rubio
Budd Hyde-Smith Schmitt
Capito Johnson Scott (FL)
Cassidy Lankford Scott (SC)
Cornyn Lee Sullivan
Cotton Lummis Thune
Crapo Marshall Tuberville
Cruz Moran Vance
Daines Mullin Wicker
Ernst Paul Young

NOT VOTING—4

Cramer Sanders
Feinstein Shaheen

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 54, the nays are 42.
The motion is agreed to.

————
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of LaShonda A.
Hunt, of Illinois, to be United States
District Judge for the Northern Dis-
trict of Illinois.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

———
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business,
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